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tLLUSTRATION OF 2 THES. 1, 9. 


io shall be punished with everlasting: g desiruction from): 
the presence of the Lord, and from the glory of his pow- 
¢ ” 

Tv. 


(Concluded from page 122.) 


I shall now proceed to notice some passages, which ap- 
neur to me to decide, what is the. meaning of the phrase, 
presence of the Lord,” ir the passage under consideration, 
and aiso the nature of the punishment os Whichil speaks. 
The first I notice is, 


2 Kings xiii. 23, “And the Lord was gracious unto them, 
and had compassion on them, and liad respect unto them 
hoeanse of hiscovenant with Abraham, Isaac and Jacob, 
and would not t dest roy them, neither cast he them from his 
presence as yet.” But what God here says, that “as yet” he 
wonld not do to this people, in the following passage we 
find it said, he did do to them. 


2 Kings xxiv. 20, “For through the anger of the Lord, 

t came to pass in Jerusalem and Judah, until he had cas 

hem out from his presence, that Zedekiah rebelled against 

‘he king of Babylon.” The same is repeated, Jer. lii. 3 

ich need not transcribe. On these passages | now bex 

“ave to make a few remarks, viewed in connexion with 
1e one we are considering. 


Ist. In the passages just quoted, it is beyond all fair dis- 
cussion, that the Jews as a nation are the persons spoken 
of, and on them the punishment threatened by God, was 
executed. In the passage we are considering, the Jews 
nre also the persons of whom the apostle speaks, as has 
been shewn above. 

24, Ia the above passages, queted from the Old Testa- 
nent, destroying the Jews, and casting them out of his pres- 

ee, are descriptive of the same punishment. But who 

er supposed, that destroying them or casting them out of 

, presence, meant either their annihilation or their end- 

‘misery, in # place called hell? We beg leave to ask, 
hat authority then do we interpret the same, or simi- 
1 language used by Paulm the passage before us. 

. It has been proved satisfactorily we think, that God’s 
vicrence was in Judea, particularly in the temple. ‘That 
vas his 1 house and where he delighted to dwell. In the 

bove quoted passages, it is clear as noon day, that to be 
ast out of God's presence was to be castout of the land 
of Judea, from his worship,—and te be carried into cap- 
‘ivity to Babylon, and dis mapas among the heathen. The 
spostle in the passage before us, ev! tently had these passa- 
ain hie eye when he wrote, sa berrows the very lan- 
‘awe of them to express himself, Indecd well he might, 

r heowas speaking of the same peeple, a nd of a similar 
wiuichment which was coming ep thcin. The Jews were 
ast ont of God's presence for seventy years, but were 
srought back to their own Jand, anu again enjoyed his pres- 

e. Whenthe apestle wrote to (ie Thessalonians, the 


period) was drawing neat, wheu they were again to be pun- 
ched with destruction roms the hes cence of the Lord.!t 
‘hey were to be banished from their land, their City nfl 
9 ae ee lactraec ) awn 6 st.° law th ~ af Torrente 
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*}render this phrase “hit glorious power.” 


and the dispersed Jews affords ample evidence of its truth, 
The Jews now are as certainly destroyed, or cast out of 
God’s presence, as their forefathers were, when God cast 
them out from his presence in their seveaty years @aptiv ily 
in Babylon.—The language used in speaking of both is 
the same.—HLlow then any candid man can ailirm, that the 
apostle in the passage by destruction trom the presence of 
the Lord meant eternal misery, | am unable to perceive.— 
If the scriptures are allowed to interpret the apostie’s 
meaning, he expresses temporal punishment to the Jews, 
and-in the very language in which their former punish- 
nrents were -xpressed by their vw propucts. 

But the personsare not only said to be punished with 
everlasting destruction from the presence of the Lord, but 
it is added, — “And from the glory of his power.” Some 
The question nat- 
urally occurs here—The glory of whose power? Should 
we understand this of the glorious power of the God of 
Israel, it occasions no difficulty, for lus glorious power was 
certainly displayed to the Jews in their lend, and when 
banished from it, they were punished with destruction 
from his glorious power, as well as from his presence. But 
should we understand it of Christ’s glorions power, as the 
context seems to direct, this agrees to what is said concern: 


jing Christ at his coming at the destruction of Jerusalem. 


Referring to this period, Mat. xvi. 27, says, “For the Son 
of man shall come in the glory of his Father with his an- 
gels.” And in reference to the same event adds, “And they 
shall see the Son of man comi ng in the clouds of heaven 
with power and great glory.” Chapter xxiv. 30. 

2d. Let us now pay some attention to the duration of 
this punishment. It is not only said to be destruction, but 
everlasting destruction from the presence of the Lord. We 
presume the word eve rlasting used here, leads most peo- 
ple to conclude, that the punishment mentioned is in a fu- 
ture state of existence, and is also of endless duration. A 
little attention to the scriptures, we think must convince 
all, that this very circumstance is a strong confirmation oi 
the inierpretation | have given of this passage. Let us 
then quote, 

Jer. xxiii. 39,40, “Therefore, behold, I, even J will ut- 
terly forget you, andI will forsake you, and the eity that i 
at “Fo nad your jathers, and east you eul of my pres 
ence: And Iwill bring an everlasting repro a ee Yau, 
and a a perpetual . hame which shall not be forgotten.” Sex 
Balfour's laquiry on this passage, page 182, an: * co me are 
Deut. xxviii. 37, and xxxi. 17,18. Hosea ix. Jer. 
xx. 11, and xxiv. 9,10, and xlii, 18. On this val re | 
shall submit for candid consideration a few brief. remarks. 


Ist. No one can doubt that this passage speaks of the 
Jews, and predicts a punishment which God was to inflict 
upon them as a nation, That the punishment threatened 
is of a temporal nature, will not be disputed. That it is 
described iu language similar to the text we'are consider- 
ing, is very obvious. It is described as an everlasting pun- 
ishment from God’s presence. The Jews are to be made 
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an “everlasting reproach,” and “perpetual shame.” We 





have sufficiently seen already, that to be cast out of God’s 
— is not to be cast into hell, or endless misery, but 
o be cast out of Judea, and from God’s worship and ser- 
ce, and dispersed among the heathen or gentile nations. 
oO) ‘hat we hore got therefore to consider, and ac- 












15U 


RELIGIOUS INQUIRER. 











count for isx—why the punishment of the Jews of a tem- 
poral nature, is called perpetual and everiasting.—This, it 
is called in the passage we have quoted from the prophet, 
and it is called everlasting by Paul, in the passage before 
us. When God said, that he would make the Jews an ev- 
erlasting reproach, and a perpetual shame, all we think 
Wil readily admit, that encless duration is not meaat. 
Why then interpret Paul’s language as expressing endless 
duration of punishment in a future state? He was a Jew, 
and was speaking of the punishment of Jews. He was fa- 
muiliar with the languaze of the Old Testament.—and bor- 
tows the phrase “presence of the Lord,” and why not also 
the word everlasting in reterring to the very same tempo- 
ral punishment as is described by Jeremiah. If being cast 
out of God’s presence did not mean under the Old Testa- 
ment, being cast intoa place of future misery, nor the word 
everlasting aided to this punishment, endless duration. 
Why should such language borrowed from the Old, by the 
New Testament writers be so mter preted? Did any Jew 
ever understan! the phrase, cast out of God’s presence, be- 
ing vast into hell or endless misery, or, that the word ever- 
jasting applied te it, expressed the endless mature of sucha 
punishment ? 

To account for the punishment of the Jews in the text 
quoted from Jeremiah, and in the one under consideration. 
being called everlasting, ts not aifficult, 

ist. It is beyond all fair debate, that the term everlasting 
was used among the Jews to express a limited, and some- 
times a very short period of time. The fact 13, so notor:- 
ous and so generally admiited, that we deem it useless to 
enter intoa formal proof of it.. We recommend it to the 
man who doubts the fact, to give his Bible a careful read- 
ing through, ant then jet him deubt, if he ean. We beg 
at as a favor of him if he fluds the word everlasting used 
and apphed to punishinent siguifying endless duration, he 
will be kmd enough to communicate this for our informa- 
tion. ‘The question is not, how Cliristians have under- 
stood this word for ages past, but how did the Jews under- 
stand it ? 

2d. The Jews, were punished ceveral times with de- 
struction from the presence of the Lord. They were once 
driven from Judea, and the worship of God at Jerusalem, 
and were seventy years incaptivity in Babylon. But let 
it be particularly noticed, that though this is a long time 
comparitively, yetit is never called in seripture an ever- 
lasting destruction or ponishment. No, the word ever- 
laste is apphed tothe punishment of the Jews, which be- 
gan at the destruction of their City and Temple. It has 
already continued nearly eighteen hundred years. All 
this time they have been punished with destruction from 
the preseree of the Lord. In the Jewish sense of the 
word everlasting, it may well be applied to this punish- 
ment of tyeir’s uf their punishment was now toend. But 
how long it > yet to contmue, is known only toGod. That 
it is fo end, is not doubted by any Christian, and shews, 
that though the term everlasting is expressly applied to it, 
yet they dio not im this case believe it to signify en Ness du- 
ration. ‘To be consistent, every believer tn the doctrine of 
endless misery ought to believe. that the present tempera! 
punishment of the Jews is to have no end, because the 
term everiasting js applied to 1t ; and be ought also to be- 
lieve, many things to be cudless in duration already ended, 
because the word everlasting is applied to them. 


3d. This punishment of the Jews, called everlasting and 
perpetual by the Prophet, and everlasting destruction from 
the presence of the Lord by Pau!, cabled so, with pro- 
priety, if we duly consider the following. The Jews have 


} 
not only been cast out of the lan! of Judea, and from the 
Temple worship there, and 
nearly eighteen hundred years, 
mind, exclude themselves trom God’s presence in their dis- 
persion. The Christian Churel is now God’s house, as is 


1 : ' ’ 
c t fon o Maes "| tors : 
ryretenyt Mm tl sew J Nene 


rsed among all nattous for 
ul by their unbelief of 


oA 
idis presence I 





iov- 








ed by all who believe in Jesus. But how few of the Jews 
have ever returned to the presence of the Lord, in his wor- 
ship and service prescribed in the New Testament. After 
all the exertions made to convict them to the faith of 
Christ, it is little else then lost labor. rod has coneluded 
them all in unbelief. The vail still remains on their hearts, 
and all attempts to remove if have proved abortive. They 
are an everlasting reproach, and a perpetual shame among 
all the nations of the earth. What nation since the crea- 
tion of the world, has ever suffered so long a destruction as 
they have done, yet remained a distant and numerous peo- 
ple. And what nation under the whole heaven, has ever 
like them enjoyed such means of knowledge, and yet re- 
mained a blmded and unbelieving people ? But God has 
not forgotten his covenant, and as certainly as he has con. 
cluded them all in uubelief, so certainly is he to have mer- 
cy upon all. At what time their everlasting destruction 
is to end, | know not: but it is toend: and should it end 
to-morrow, the time it has continued, fully and seripturally 
justifies the word everlasting being applied to it. 

We have now considered this passage im connexion with 
its context ; and would ask, What part of it proves the 
doctrine of endless misery in a future state of existence ? 
The persons to be punished, and the time of their punish- 
ment forbid such an interpretation. The phrase presence 
of ‘he Lord, from which they are punished, or the term 
everlasting applied to it, affurds it no support, but in the 
strongest manner confirms the views which have been ad- 
vanced. Nordoes the terin desfrucion aid it, for we have 
seen from 2 Kings xii. 33, quoted above, that the term de- 
stroy is used when speaking of the temporal punishment of 
the Jews, and one simar to that they are now enduring, 
and by which no one ever thought that God meant either 
their endless misery or annihilation. 

We shall now notice any objections which have occured, 
or have been started by others, against the interpretation 
we have given of this passage. [t has been objected, 

Ist. How could the Jews, who persecuted the Christians 
at Thessalonica, suffer this temporal punishment, seeing 
they lived so far distant from Jerusalem? ‘To this I an- 
swer, that had they lived at the north pole, it could make 
no difference ip the case, nor affect the interpretation which 
has been given. ‘This is easily perceived by considering, 
that when Jerusalem was destroyed, the Jews who dwelt 
there, in Judea, or in any part of the world, were hence- 
forth banished Judea, and dispersed among all nations 
From that day to this, and how much longer God only 
knows, they have beca without a Temple, without an Al- 
tar, and without a Sacrifice. The few Jews who have liv- 
ed at Jerusalem since, have not enjoyed the presence of the 
Lord there. Judea is not now the landof the Jews, The 
symbols of the divine glory are not now beheld, nor is 
even the ancient site of their temple certainly known. If 
any of them choose to. live there, it is only to weep over 
the long desolations of their city and temple, and drag out 
a miscrable and wretched life, in hopeless expectation, that 
their Messiah 1s yet tocome. ‘Though all the Jews then 
did not suffer the dreadful calamities of the siege of Jeru- 
salem, being at a distance from it at the time, yet all of 
them wherever they lived, were punished with everlast- 
ing destruetion from the presence of the Lord, as stated in 
our interpretation of the above passage. 

But t may add, that the probability ts, that a great part 
of the Jews even suffered in the calamities of the siege of 
Jerusalem. This took place at the time of the feast, when 
the Jews were gathered from all places there to worship. 
While there, the Roman army surrounded the city, and 
they could not eseape—Of this Josephus gives an account. 
tven adinitting, that a great many of the Jews were not 
resent at Jerusalem, if ts evident also from the same his 
torian, that they in different parts of the Roman empire 
suffered great distress and misery. But whether present 














or absent, from that period as a nation they were punished 








RELIGIOUS INQUIRER. 


# 





13i 











with destruction from the presence of the Lord, and the ev- 
erlasting duration of it is not yet ended, 


2d. It has been objected to the view given, that it gives 
to the word ever/asting a limited signification.— This is very 
freely admitted, and who will not admit, that this term is 
often used in scripture to express a limited period of time? 
Yea, who will deny but that we have shewn above, that 
the term everlasting is applied to the temporal punishment 
of the Jews, and to the very punishment which they as 
a people are now suffering? That the term everlasting is 
often used to express a limited period of time, is so obvious 
and so generally admitted that this objection deserves no 
further answer. 


3d. It has been cbjected to the views advanced, that to 
be punished with everlasting destruction frum the pres- 
ence of the Lord, means from the Lord’s gracious presence 
at the judgment day. Inanswer to this I observe, that noth- 
ing is said in the passage about the judgment day. As lit- 
tle is said in it about the Lord’s gracious presence. Both of 
these things are perfectly gratuitous assumptions, and do 
not deserve a moment’s attention. We have shewn by an 
examination of the scripture usage of the phrase presence 
of the Lord, the meaning of this phrase in the passage con- 
sidered: and we call on any man to shew us @ single in- 
stance, where this phrase gracious presence occurs, or even 
where presence of the Lord refers to God’s gracious pres- 
ence at the judgment day. Unless this can be done, such 
assertions must rather go to prove, that the doctrine of end- 
less misery cannot be esteblished from this portion of God’s 
word, 


4th. It may be further objected, that, “the view I have 
ziven of the passage does not agree with the coming of 
Christ mention in chapter ii. 1, of this epistle. In it, the 
apostle speaks of the coming of our Lord Jesus Christ at 
the day of Judgment, yet you have interpreted his coming 
in the first chapter, as referring to his coming at the de- 
struction of Jerusalem. Will you not allow that both 
comings are the same ?”—I have no occasion to deny in 
gupport of my views, that both comings are one and the 
same coming of Christ. I admit it. What then follows ? 
It follows, that those who say the coming of Christ, (chap- 
ter ii. 1) is his coming at the day of judgment, ought to 
prove this to be true. Until this is proved, it can form no 
objection to the view I have given of Christ's coming in 
the precediag chapter. It could be shewn that the coming 
ef Christ in chapter ii. 1, is the same as that in chapter i. 
—Those who feel inclined to see this proved at length, 
and in a rational and scriptural manner, may consult Whit- 
by on the whole of chapterii. It is worthy of notice, that 
he considers the comings of Christ in the two chapters, dif- 
ferent. That in the first, he explains of Christ’s coming 
at the day of Judgment, and that in the second of his com- 
ing at the destruction of Jerusalem. If my view of 
Christ’s coming, mentioned iu chapter i. be correct, Whitby 
confirms what I have said in his explanation of chapter sec- 
oud. The last of these chapters he very fu!ly explains, 
but the first he very slightly passes over, as may be seen by 
any one who chooses to consult him. On the first he gives 
us a few assertions about the meaning of the chapter, on 
the second he produces facts and evidences for his views, 
which until refuted, this objection requires no further an- 
wer, 
: lo conclude : Were we fully persuaded that the doc- 
trine of endless misery was adoctrine taught in scripture, 
until something appears to invalidate the evidence we have 
stated, we could never quote the passage we have been 
considering in proof of it. As we do not very soon expect 


to see as much evidence produced proving that it does teach| 





sometimes are, that this and the other passage clearly aud 
decidedly teach it. At a former period of my life | have 
quoted this text in proof of the doctrine, and have preach- 
ed from it as a passage full and explicit on ihe subject. ‘To 
my shame I now confess my former ignorance of God's 
word, and thus publish my shame to the world. If it be 
the means of teaching any man ditlidence, modesty, and 
caution in his proofs of doctriue, or any preacher to be 
more careful about what he preaches to others, I shall not 
count my labor lost. The passage is confidently quoted, 
to prove the endless misery of all the wicked ina future 
state of existence. We leave it to the sober judginent of 
every candid man to say, if we have not shewn, that the 
proof it affords is only in the sound of words to which a 
false idea has been attached, which when the scripture 
usage of them is fairly examined, affords it no support but 
is at variance with it. 


2d. We caution all those who deny the doctrine of end- 
less missery, from being staggered in their faith, from their 
oppouents adducing some texts which have the appearance 
of proving it. The text we have been considering, was 
one, which, with the writer for a long time prevented him 
rom embracing his present views. ‘Though he saw many 
things in favor of Universal Happiness, yet this with some 
other texts wore a different aspect. Patient investigator 
of the scriptures has now removed this, and the very texts 
which prevented his belief, now covfirm him in the sent. 
ments he has embraced. 

An Inavirner AFTER Trutir. 


From the (Boston) Universalist Magazine. 


CONSIDERATIONS INDUCING A BELIEF IN UNI- 
VERSALISM. 

Mr. Editor —Fully persuaded many inquiring minds are 
diligently engaged in the momentous mvestigation, wl! al/ 
be saved ? and that every effort should be made to enlight- 
en the understanding on this deeply interesting subject, 
please accept the following reflections, which I pray God 
to bless to the comfort and edification of all the distressed 
and the despondent. The only request which I make is, 
that this communication may be read with candour and 
caution, and that its errors may be pomted out with chris- 
tian fidelity. Sincerely concerned to know the truth and 
thereby be made free, [ earnestly eutreat each follower ot 
Jesus to examine this, and admit its conclusiveness, or to 
show its weakness and its fallacy. 

“For this is good and acceptable in the sieht of God our 
Saviour, who will have all men to be saved, and to come unto 
the knowledge of the truth.” 

1. It is clearly evident from this passage and others 
which shall presently be adduced, that it is the desire and 
will of God that all should be saved, and it is conse juently 
obvious that his desire and will caunct be accomplished if 
any are lost. As be cannot wish for that which is not for 
his glory, the salvation of man Is for his glory ; and as ho 
cannot desire that which is not most for his glory, Ue sal- 
vation of all is most for his glory.—If ell are not saved, 
then is the declarative glory of God less than if the re- 
demption extended to each sinner ; for if salvation is for 
God’s glory, each addition tothe number of the sayed is 
also an increase of hisglory. God cannot ask that whiels 
he does not desire, but he says, “Look unio me and be ye 
saved all the ends of the earth ;” then must he desire the 
salvation of ail the ends of the earth, and for the reason al- 
ready given, that his glery may be eugmeuted. As with 
God is “neither variableness nor shaduw of turning,” he 
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this doctrine, as has been adduced that it does not, We).,ust have the same end in view as at the beginning of cre- 


. antio ic ' Alaa: GS 
would suggest the following cautions which we do from ation, so that we 


past experience. 
Ist. We caution those who believe in the doctrine of 


may determine what it is, if we can learn 
his original intention. “Thou art worthy, O Lord, to re- 
ceive glory, and honour, and power ; for thou hast created 


endless misery, not te be se dogmatical and positive as they all things, aud {or thy pleasure they are aud were created,” 
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If all things are aad were created for the pleasure of tod ; 
and that is that all should come to the knowledge ot the 
truth and be saved ; and if his counsel shall stand, and he 


shall do all lis pleasure, al? ihe ends of the world shail re-}' 


member, and turn unto ihe Lord ; and all the kundreds of the 
nations shall worship before han. “Vhis argument is drawn 
in hues of light andis the language of the Book. Wr the 
only wise God intends the salvation of man, he has taken 
meaus to effect it, for he is aineghty. Now if we can ob- 
tain any testrmoay on this subject it will be peculiarly grat- 
ifv ng, as it will not only manifest the wisdom of God, but 
prove the happiness of man, That the mind may not be 
eneimered, oa evidence only shall be called; “and we 
have seen and do te stif, thal the Futher sent the Son ta be 
the Saviour of the world.” He speaks directly to the pur- 
pose, and with the boldness of an honest man declares the 
things he had seen. The second commandment is binding 
on all intelligent beings, and will so continue as long as! 
reason shall last, Now as God “will not give his glory to 
another, neither his pra‘se to graven images,” we see the 
propriety of his commanding all men to abstain from idol- 
atrv and to pay their acoration to him.—But if some are 
endiessly to blaspheme his name and curse their own ex- 
istence in the coming world, how can it be reasonable to 


prohibit their worship of idols in this? And if in doing}’ 


evil and in worshipping every malignant passion, they are 
simply beginning a course of conduct which he intends 
th v shall pursue through eternity, why does he find fault: 
If ‘,0d never meant tosave from ignorance and idolatry. 
why does he call on men to turn from the worship of dumb 
idols to the service of the livirg and true Ged? No an- 
swer can be given which will not impeach the consistency 
of God, or admit the correctness of the position already 
stated, that God will hae all men to bc saved. Before this 
point is dropt,a recapitulation may be necessary. God 
wills the sa!vation of alland thereby designs his highest 
glory; should not this will be effectual, the most transcen- 
dant display of his glory is never exhibited,as each oppo- 
sing power talces part to itself by successfully counteract- 
ing his intention. 


. “Tl exhort therefore, that first of all, supplications, 
pray ers, intercessions. and giving of thanks be made for all 
men.” All saints for five thousand years have prayed for} 
the salvation of all men, and with strong cries and tears be- 
sought God to grant their soul’s request. 
zed the dying !ove of the Redeemer, his prayers and hi 
agony, his compassion and his realimess 
this benign spirit warmed the hearts of 'on’s friends, ex- 
citing to say, heavenly Father, may thy k " anon come and} 
thy will he done on earth as in heaven, and fill, O fill the! 
universe with thy glory. Can any one supp ose this spirit} 
of prayer comes from an evil source? No, for evil never! 
soeks good, hence it must cone from a good source, but 
there is none good, save one, that is God, the. it comes 
from him. As God is good, he is adorable, but could he 
change, he would not be good, consequently not adorable. 
“For fam the Lord, I change not ; therefore ye sons of Ja- 


cob are not consumed.” As God is of one mind, and none} 


can turn him, he must possess the same spirit and disposi- 
tion in the coming world as in the present, and consequent- 
ly induce his adorers to pray for the salvation of all in that 
world as heartily as in this. Butis God prompting mento 
ask that which he will never graut? It is allowed by all 
that we resemble God most when we make the sincerest 
and most ardent supplications fer the whole family of man 
and are most earnestly engaged in doing them good; if in 
this character we are like God, and if he changes not, we 

roust thus continue through eternity in order to enjoy 
Heaven. But what happiness can be experienced by us 
while praying for the release of those whom God had 
doomed to eternal woe? What felicity is derivable from 
the consideration that God is filling our hearts with the 
tenderest compassion for all the miserable apd the wretch- 


They have ur-|: 


ed, and assuring us their torments shall be une nding, and 
our feelings unaltered ? If Paul is influenced b ry the same 
spirit now with which he was animated when he wrote to 
Timothy, what enjoyment can he have; if he sees he must 
endlessly entreat God tor the damned, and continue an ey- 
erlusting petitioner for favours which shall never be gran. 
ted? Wien a christian fervently beseeches his I'ather and 
his Ged to renew every heart and transform every soul in- 
to the image of Christ,1s he actuated by the charity of 
‘eaven, or hatred of hell? As “Jesus Christ is the same 
yesterday, to-day, aud forever,” he must be affected with 
the most unavailing sorrow through: the wasteless round 
of eterual ages, if those for whom he wept in this world 
ure consigned to an eternity of torment inthe next. From 
this tast reflection it is plain that the captain of our salva 

tion is not exempted trom endless misery, and hence his 
[disciple s must share in hissorrows. These considerations 
are sufficient to shock the firmest heart, to dismay the stern- 





erst soul. If people are moved with God’s spirit when 
; peo} ; 


they implore happiness for all, they are actuated by @ 
wicked spirit when they ask misery for any; but if God 
has designed some for perdiiion, and their frieads pray for 
their happiness, by whom dre they influenced? Not by 
an evil spirit, for that never desires the happiness of any. 
The question returns, by what are they excited to pray + 
There is no alternative, it must be granted that they are 
warmed by the spirit of God. But does he contradict 
himself, aud induce people to petiiion him iu the sincerity 
of their souls, aud in the deepest agony, when he means 
to mock at their pravers and laugh at their tears? God 
eannot sport with human sensibility in this manner, for 
were this the case, there would be infidelity in heaven, dis- 
agreement in the perfect Jehovah and darkness in him who 
is without variableness or shadow. Corabining the pray 

ers of all saints with the intention of the Almighty, we 
perceive the most harmonious agreement, the most admir- 
able sehen Can God have sworn to do that fo: 
which all christians continually ask, and yet break his oath 
and blast all their leng cherished znd heart soothing cx- 

pectatious ? ’ 


3. If christians rejoice in seeing people righteous in this 
world, how can they expect happiness inseeiag them end- 
less sinners inthenext? If yan take delight in the service 
laf God and religion, are gratified in beholding others walk- 
ing in the way of truth and righteousness, how must your 
heart be pamed when the name of God is profuned with 





to forgive.|horrid curses ; how must your affections bleed when the 
Through every region of the earth and in every age hasjunspeakable love of a Saviour is contemned with bitte: 


lovorrations. But what joy ean you imagine in heaven, 
where you are to hear the eternal mal edictions of sinners, 
land the God you adore bla: phemed forever and ever 

i Those who have attaiued the highest degrees in christian 
experience are perfectly willing to. acknowledge the 
strength of their desires for the holiness and happiness of 
all, and that each of their prayers breathes this spirit ; but 
how can these cousidor themselves assimilating to God, 
when they believe him perfectly satisfied with endless tor- 
lment : ? How can they suppose Frames 6 gradually be- 
coming like God, when they are less and less recontiled to 
sights of misery? How can they believe themselves en 

lightened, when they are praying for those wuom God had 
condemned before the foundations of the mountains were 
laid? Flow can they fancy themselves approaching to an- 
gelic purity, when they cannot hear the name of God used 
irreverently without the most pungent sorrow? If they 
are gladdened to see God worshipped here, how can they 
hear him cursed hereafter? Jt will not do to say we she iil 


see the justice of God in condemning the incorrigibly 
wicked, and consequently be satisfied, for if we have a 
proper regard for God, and duly consider him the Father 
of mercies, we shall be melted into tears at the thought af 
his having one enemy. Were you this moment listening 
to the final doom of the wicked, would you not question 





after this manuerm yourmind? Canl endure the ide 
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that my heavenly Father should be unadored through 


eterual ages by any being whom he has created? Could 
he not have softened the obdurate soul and caused the tears 
of contrition to flow? Isthearm of the Lord shortened 
‘hat he cannot save, or his ear deaf that he cannot listen 
tu the cries of the wretched? Because any person had 
abused the mercy of God one hundred years, could you 
sce any propriety in casting him off, to abuse the mercy of 
God torever? If you entertain the feelings of friendship 
for any one in this world, can you take pleasure in hearing 
him defamed and loaded with undeserved obloquy by eve- 
ry slandering tongue? By a similar consideration, how 
“an a child of God sing hosannas while multitudes are in- 
essantly cursing hin?) ~=Will Elijah be less concerned fur 
‘he honour of God in the future existence? Will he 
manifest less zeal in vindicating the character of the bles- 
ed God from reproach? Will he feel less interest in de- 
troying idolatry of every kind, and in establishing the 
worship of the living andtrue God? Fach view of this 
subject adds new strength to the position already taken, 
that christians can enjoy no heaven as long as they hear their 
God and Father revifed and blasphemed. Ut this argument 
can be refuted, then it will appearthat the inhabitants of 
heaven are perfectly unconcerned about the honour and 
rlory of God, and willing to hear his name bandied about 
in derision and scorn through eternal ages. If this is the 
case, the hearty lovers of God ought to pray, may thy 
kingdom come and thy will be done in heaven as on earth; 
for there is some concern for God’s character in this world, 
and his children would weep to hear him aspersed. 


4, Will our need of a Saviour prevent our being saved ? 
Were we noi sinners, we could not be saved, and shall the 
reason why we may be saved constitute an objection to our 
salvation? “The wholeneed not a physician, but they 
that are sick.” Why shall not the sick have a physician’ 
Will you say that they ought to rise and seek him, and that 
‘f they wiil uot, they may expire under the maladies with 
which they are afilicted ? You will not conduct in this 
manner when your friends are agonized with a burning fe- 
ver, or groaning under the pain of a broken bone. if you 
‘xercise mercy in procuring physicians for their temporal 
nealth, will not God be equally kind in providing a phy- 
eician for the health of their souls? Perhaps it may be 
replied that Christ is sent, and that we will not accept him, 

id that consegently our moral diseases are unhealed. 
Should this be the objection, our sickness is the reason why 
veare notcured; for were we not infected with sin, we 
sould not reject Jesus ; hence, if this objection is valid, 
our need of a Saviour prevents our salvation. But what 
‘hankfulness can we fee] toward God for his sending an un- 
‘kilful physician, or one who is unfaithful in performing 
the duties of his mission? If we are morally insane, will 
not an able physician prescribe fur our relief, though we 
pointedly reproach and bitterly execrate his kindest inten- 
tions ? Will not a faithful physician unremittingly employ 
his every power in the art of healing, and only desist when 
he finds the complaint entirely baffles his skill, and the res- 
oration of health unattainable? If the malignity of sin 

s too strong for the power of Christ, why was he sent to 
“taste death forevery man, and give himself a ransom for 


all”? But if ann power in heaven and earth is given un- 
tohimn; if the Father sent him to be the Saviour of the 


world and if He, the farthful and true witness, says, 1 have 
finished the work thou gavest to me to do, how ean the invete- 
racy of sin preveng its complete extirpation? — If transgres- 
sion is an objection to salvation, then it applies to the whole 
family of man, and because they are all sinners and conse- 
quently need salvation, they cannot be saved. But Christ 
came to save just such sinners as we are, hence sin furvish- 
»3 no evidence that he will not release us from it. ‘T’o tius 
.t may Le objected, that Christ will save his people from 
their sins, but thatallare not his people, and that conse- 
quently all will not be liberated from the bondage of ini- 
ouity and brought into the freedom of the children of light. 


Let us learn if this is the fact ; listen to the word of God: 
“Behold, all souls are mine ; asthe soul of the Father, so 
also the soul of the son is mine.” If it can be ascertained 
that Christ is ‘heir of all things,’ this point will be settled. 
Paul speaking of Christ says, God hath appointed /iim heir 
of all things. After having investigated this subject thus 
far, do you not see the cause of Christ’s coming will not 
render his mission ineffectual? From all these consider- 
ations it seems rational to conclude, that Christ will jinish 
transgression ; make an end of sins; make reconciliation 
for iniquity and bring in everlasting righteousness. ‘This 
idea presents the captain of our salvation in the most en- 
dearing point of view, causing each heayen- warmed souk 
to give thanks and sing. 


(Concluded in our next.) 








FOR THE RELIGIOUS INQUIRER. 





To the Editor of the Religious Inquirer. 


Sir,—l send for your inspection, and, if you see proper, 
for publication, two communications, originally intended 





jor the Christian Secretary. Being satisfied, from circum 
stances, that the preliminary communication would appear 
in No. 18, i prepared the secoud communication for No. 1¥ 
This was handed in on the 31st ult. and both remained in 
possession of the editor until the 7th inst. Finding that he 
was silent on the subject, I requested a return of the man- 
uscripts. On their return, the editor suggested that my 
remarks were perfectly correct, and that the passages allu- 
ded to by W. were evidently zctaphorical. 


Permit me now to inquire, If the word fell, as used Sa 
any part of scripture, designates a place of punishment in 
a state of being now future, and different from the present, 
why is not this factexhibited? That itdoes not, is little 
less evident from the inability of our opposers to defend it, 
than from the labours of our friends to disprove it. It ise 
question in my mind, if W. really designed to shed any 
light on this subject; and I am led specially to doubt his 
sincerity, by his manner of handling the quotations whic 
the editor acknowledges are used metaphorically. If they 
are used asa figure to denote a place of misery inexpressi- 
ble and endless, that fact must be discovered in some way 
which leaves it beyond the pale of disputation. nti! the 
most unequivocal testimony is produced, we have a riglit—. 
nay, it is our duty, utterly to deny it, even tho’ scriptar 
were silent on the subject. Such a barbarous, such a hor 
rid doctrine, requires nore than traditionarv lore for ic 
support. To maintain it, well authenticated facts, and tes- 
timony the most ample must be adduced, and until the 
whole system of the prophets and apostles is proved false, 
we must refuse it our coufidence. But I inquire, and I ask 
tor information—if the better informed among the beliey- 
ers in endless misery, know that gehenna, literally, signifies 
merely a placenear Jerusalem, why is it still contended, 
that it must be understood in its translation, by the mers 
English reader, us referrinz to a place or state ol misery 
inexpressible, and of interminable duration? Does the 
word by which it is rendered into English, alter the nature 
of the theng signified ? Certainly not. Nor does the 
cause of truth reed such aid drom sophistry, nor such a 
departure from the simpheity which ought to be found in 
the bosom ofa christian. Has it indeed be coMe necessary 
to depend on any other prineiples than those laid dowa by 
Christ and his apostles,to lead men from sin to virtue ? 
Has the nature of men su changed, that they can no longer 
be drawn tofove God, but by the terrors of a hell of liquid 
lava? If a display of the parental goodness of our heay- 
enly Father will uot mar lead men tuo repentance, let the 
opposers of this doctz:ne come out boldly, and state their 
authority. 


It will not be forgotten that I have quoted Dr. Camp- 
bell as stating his opinion against the translation of the 


word ha? 
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The use of this word is then fairly given up, by believers 
in endless misery. It ts also granted, that the literal use of 
gehenna, has nothing to do with a future place or state of 
suffering. Men who know enough to be refuted, also give 
up the doctrine as being taught in the Old Testament, in 
any form of expression there used. What then remains, 
en which to found the doctrine ?>—Just nothing. No form 
ef expression—no combination of phrases, used in the New 
Testament, can possibly support it. 


I know of no sect which has exclaimed more bitterly 
against the common translation of the scriptures than the 
Baptists. They have been constantly declaiming against 
the unf 2 management of the translators, relative to the 
word Buptizo. Much ink and paper have been wasted on 
the subject of immersion, sprinkling, and pouring, as to 
their use in baptism, and as much zeal has been displayed 
en this outward ordinance, as if it were the very palladi- 
um of our final salvation. And yet, the moment that oth- 
ers express doults respecting the common use of other 
terms of scripture, the most unjustifiable measures are ta- 
ken by them to hide the bright shining of the light of truth, 
and to contmue the blindness of the blind, and rivet the 
fetters forged by priest-craft, and borne through ignorance, 
to the latest generations. ‘That our opponents find it ne- 
cessary to hide, as far as possible, the most important infor- 
mation from their hearers and readers, is as evident as the 
licht of the sun in his meridian splendour. While they 
speak largely of spreading the light of the gospel into 
heathen lands—of ¢ onverting a world to God—and of sa- 
ving millions of our species from the vindictive vengeance 
ef an angry God, they neither gointo the kingdom them- 
selves, nor suffer those who are entering togo m. As far 
as lis in their power, they take away the key of knowl-|t 
edge, and instead of coming to the light by a friendly dis- 


cussion on the most important subject ; they coutent them-! 
selves by misrepresenting our sentiments, aud traducing! 
eur charucters.—To me it is a painful task thus to speek: 
of the conduct of those whom | personally respect ; and! 


who, I am persuaded, on matters of minor importance, 
would disdain a conduct so unchristian, so ungenUemauly. 


That they exhibit such conduct as justifies a belief that, 


they are sensible of their own weakness, is a deplorable 
gircumstance in proof of the power of a religious supersti- 


alone has cause to fear investigation—iruth is immutable, 
and its votaries are ever ready to submit to the closest seru- 
tuy. 

“First Fear, his hand, (its skill to try) 

Amid the chords bewilder'd laid ; 

And back recoi’d, he knew not why, 

Even at the sound—himself had inadc.” 





To the Editor of the Christian Secretary, 


Sir,—I was pleased to notice the inquiry of your corres- 
pondent W. in yeur last number, relative to the word hell, 
as found in Matthew v. 29, 30, and Mark 1x. 43—48 inclu-' 
give. If, asis inferred, his object isthe attainment of in- 
formation, his query ought evideutly to be answered ; and 
I shali esteem it a favour, if you wiil convey to hin, thro” 
the medium of the Secretary, the following brief state- 
ment, asan earnest of a niore ample reply to his communi- 
caution in your succeeding number. 


The original Greek of the New Testament contains 
three words, which our translators have uniformly rendered 
hell in the common Englisii version, with a single excep- 
tion, where one of the words rendered grave. These 
words are, hades, tartarous, and gehenna. Of the first of jt 
these, Mr. Campbell, in his dissertations, says, “In my 
judgment it ought never in the Scripture to be rendered 
hell, at least in the seuse wherein that word is now univer- 
sally understood by Chrisiians.” After stating that the 





INQUIRER. 

the dead in general, and that this state is “represented un- 
der those fizures which suggest something dreadful, dark, 
and silent, about which the most prying eye and listeni 
ear can acquire no information,” he adds—“To this wend 
hell, in its primitive signification, pertectly corresponded ; 
for at first it denoted only what was secret, or concealed.” 
The word fartarus is rendered hell in 2 Pet. ii. 4, and is so 
eydently borrowed from the Pagan Mythology, that it 
calls for no further remark. 


Gehenna is found five times in the original of the two 
quotations of your correspondent already noticed. It is 
my intention in a future number, to dwell more at large on 
this past of the subject, and to furnish W. with a clue by 
which he may easily unfold the true sense of this word and 
its connexions, although he may be no more than “a mere 
English reader.” This word differs materially from hades, 
both in its literal and figurative signification. It is used 
several times by Matthew and Mark; once by Luke, and 
once by James, and in no other part of the New Testament. 
That your correspondent may read understandingly what 
1 have further to offer on the subject, he is invited to ob- 
tain the use of a Greek Testament, when he can satisfy 
himself of some facts, if he is ignorant of even the Greek 
letters, which are well worthy of his consideration.— 
Wishing him that knowledge which tends to edification, | 
remain his friend. 

May 28. 


«ah 


ed 


To the Editor of the Christian Secretary, 


Sin.—Confiding co far in your liberality of sentiment, as 
o believe that my communication of the 23th will ap pear 
m your paper, | shall proceed in this to answer the main 
subject of mquiry trom your correspondent W. A cir- 
cumstance, of no importance to the public, has however, 
determined me to add a few words relative to the word 
sheol, generally translated hell, and sometimes the grave. 


The Hebrew root from which sheol 1s derived, isa verb, 


‘signifying, to ask, to inguire. Hence the noun refers to the 
state or place of the dead, about which the most inquisitive 
can acquire no information. We may therefore inquire, 


_bui we ask in vain, relative to the dead. True indeed, 
tion, which rules its victims with a rod of iron. Error! 


life and immortality are brought to light thro’ the gospel; 


{but under the Mosaic economy, the ideas of the Israelites 


were very indefinite, and mixed with the fables of thea 
heathen which surrounded them. 


Sheol (Shaul! or Sanl) was used as a common namé 
amongthe Jews. Saul the first King of Israel, and Saul 
who persecuted the Christians in the apostolic days, are 
the same spelling and pronunciation in the Hebrew lan- 
guage, and are a sufficient refutation of the prevailing 
opinions of the day, relative to the meaning of the word. 
The Greek hades corresponds exactly with the Hebrew 
sheol, and, as Mr. Campbell expresses it—“at first it deno- 
ted ouly what was secret or concealed,” 


The term Gehenna now claims our undivided attention. 
That we may proceed methodically in the examination of 
this word, it will be considered, first, in its literal sense, and 
secondly, in its figurative use. And, that we may do this 
understandingly, it may be proper to premiss, that we sha!! 
attend to the acceptation of this term at the time when 7? 
was spoken and wriiten, and not to the use to which it is 
made subservient at the present dry. | need not add, that 
every other method must fail of demonstration. If your 
correspondent has obtained the use of a Greek Testament, 
he will now be able to follow me ina portion of this inves- 
tigation to some profit ; and if he is prudent, he will easily 
be able to ascertain the truth of my statement as to the 
liieral meaning of gehenna, from any other source. Inthe 
translation of Mat. v. 29, 30, he wiil observe, that the last 
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ytswav,* gehenna, or gekennon. In Mark ix. 43, he will 
find the same Greek word the last in the verse save five. 
ln the 45th verse it is also the last save five ; and in the 47th 


it isthe last savetwo. In each of these verses then, ge- 
henna is the word rendered hell in the English translation. 


Gehenna was the name of a valley near Jerusalem, call- 
ed in various places the valley of Hinnon, the valley of 
slaughter, and Tophet. It is the only use of this word, 
literally, which the most indefatigable industry of the 
learned has been able to discover; and it is therefore con- 
sidered as an undeniable fact, that it is the only use to 
which it is applied in Scripture. Dr. Campbell, in his 
preface to Mark’s Gospel, says—* The word gehenna, 
which, on account of its figurative application in the New 
Testament, is, in English, always rendered hell, is strictly 
and originally the name of a place near Jerusalem, the 
valley of Hinnon, where infants had been sacrificed to Mo- 
loch, a place well known to the inhabitants of the country, 
though perfectly unknown to those of Italy or Egypt .— 
This evangelist, therefore, when he mentions it, very pro- 
perly adds for explanation, the unquenchable fire ; | where 
their worm dieth not, and their fire is not quenched. |— 
Words and phrases not ased out of Palestine, and the 
neighboring regions, are either not named by him at all, 
or attended, as the above example, with some circumstance 
which may explain them.” It is a well authenticated faet, 
that a fire was constantly burning in Tophet, in the valley 
of Hinnon, for burning the carcasses and other filthiness, 
which was carried thither from the city. “ The prophet 
Jeremiah shows that Tophet was a polluted and unclean 
place, where they used to throw the carcasses to which 
they refused burial. See Jer. vii. 32. This, therefore, ac- 
counts for what we find in Isa. Ixvi.24—“And they shall 
go ferth, and look upon the carcasses of the men that have 
transgressed against me; for their worm shall not die, 
neither shall their fire be quenched; and they shall be an 
abhorrivg unto all flesh.” Here is the very passage quo- 
ted by Mark as an explanation of the word gehenna; a 
word so well understood in Judea, as to need no explana- 
tioa by Matthew. yet needed explanation in Alexandria, 
Where it is supposed that Mark wrote. The words, there- 
fore, quoted from Isaiah, may very well be understood, not 
as the words of Christ, (aot being found in Matthew,) but 
as the explanatory words of the Lvangelist.” 


Much more might be added by way of exemplification 
respecting the terms diterally. It is presumed, however, 
that sufficient has been written ou thishead. Let us now 
attend to its figurative application. Few who have read 
the scriptures to any profit, have forgotten the bold figure 
of speech used by James, iii. 6. “And the fongue is a FIRE, 
a world of rniavivr—it defileth the whole body, and set- 
teth on fire the course of nature, and it is set on fire of hell,” 
(gehenna.) See last word in James iii. 6, Greek. Strong 
as is this language, we real a justification of it within the 
verse, agreeable to the literal facts already stated. Are 
aot the flames of war kindled by the tongue? Does not 
the licentiousness ef this litthe member, which boasteth 
great things, pollute whole societies, and utterly destroy the 
peace of the domestic circle? But we are not, we cannot. 
be so void of understanding, as to be ignorant of the figura- 
tive import of gehenna in this instance. For as surely as 
“ iniquity burneth like fire,” so surely are the peace, the 
barmony, and every thing which embeilishes society, con- 
sumed by the diasting siroc of the tongue. 

With one eye well fixed on the figurative use of this wor 
by James, let us pass by others to its use in the quotations of 
yeurcorrespondent. The words of W. speaking ef these 





* ‘This is not uniformly the spelling of the word. 
fina} letter is sometimes different, and 
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passages, are,“ ] am wholly unable myself, and think it ims 
possible tor any one, to make sense of the language of the 
Saviour in those passages, by giving any signification to the 
word hell, as there used, but éhe place of future punish- 
ment of the wicked.” As W. proiesses to be merely am 
English reader, it is possible that a knowledge of the literal 
signification of gehenna, may give hima clue to a more ra- 
tional conjecture. That the term was never understood 
as a place of any description, beyond the land of Judea, is 
evident from the fact, that the greatest scholars have not 
been able to ascertain it. Let me ask, what can the hand, 
or foot, or eye, do to offend us? Are they subjects of moral 
vovernment, as conscious, intellectual beings? No, surely. 
And yet says W. * The mere English reader then, without 
any regard to the original Greek, (of which lam ignorant) 
is forced, by a plain and natural construction of those pas- 
sages, to understand the word hell therein used, as designa- 
ting the future punishment of the wicked.” Now, Sir, lam 
utterly astonished, that one who has read his bible for 
years, and who has possibly undertaken to teach others its 
purport, should be so inattentive to a subject deemed of the 
utmost importance. Is it possible that he should consider 
the quotations as spoken ina literal sense, without once in- 
quiring into their rationality or propriety? If so, let him 
now ask, if the wildest clan of human beings, called chris- 
tian, ever acted up to the letter of these texts—let hina 
now inquire, whether, literaily, the destruction of a hand, 
or an eye, can save from sin or its consequences ! If he can 
persuade himself in the affirmative, he is certainly beyond 
the reach of rational argument. If, however, he considers 
the dismemberment figurative, let him pause for a moment, 
ere he pronounces the latter clause to signify the “future 
punishment of the wicked.” As to the term hell, it is so 
frequently used in a manner so certainly identifying its 
meaning with sublunary affairs, that it is hardly possible to 
conceive any reader of the scriptures ignorant of the fact. 
David returned thanks to God for deliverance from the 
lowest hell, and he declared that the pains of hell gat hold 
uponhim. Jonah was in hell (sheol) and was delivered 
therefrom. Jacob, on a certain occasion said he should go 
down to sheol to his son mourning. He certainly meant 
the state of the dead, for he did not believe his son to be 
buried, nor to bein astate of misery. Job also desires 
God to hide him in sheol, &e. But 1 need not multiply 
words. If the quotations from Mat. and Mark are not fig- 
urative altogether, the place spoken of is near Jerusalem, 
but the fire has gone out for want of fuel. 

May 31. X. 
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To“J. B.” 


Sir.—In remarking upon the article which subse-~ 
quently led us to express our feelings and sentiments in re- 
lation to the subject under consideration, I did not antici- 
pate that it would be productive of a Jengthy disputative 
discussion ; believing that it could not be a very interest- 
ing subject to our readers generally : from this view of it, 
| have had no wish to pursue it to any great extent, espe- 
cia'ly as it seen:s to be changing from the ground upop 
which it was commenced ; yet Lean feel no hesitancy se 
far as principle or result is at issue. : 


The subject you ob- 
serve 


“is in your opinion interesting in a high degree, and 
thnk that it is so considered by our readers ;” how it 
viewed by them, I am unable to say ;—If your theory be 
correct, [ am clearly of opinion that it ic interesting to us 
all, and that itis highly essential that we should be cerrect- 
y informed upon the cubject, 

I shall at this time examine your last with a few remarks 
upoa the sul 


cussion oi 


ject generally, not intending to pursue the dis 
it further, umless circumstances should seem te 
renter if necessary. 


You el 
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the immortality which we have in Christ the tree of life,” 


Here Sir you have stated in language positive and clear, 


in that “I write as if I understood you to maintain that itjthat there is no existence for man in a future state, unlesg 
is restricted to our present mortal state.” ‘This Sir, must}!he has been operated upon in the manner which you have 
be amistake; | think I correctly understood you; | did!described, during his mortal existence. Have you furnish- 


not iutend to convey any such idea, neither can I find thatled testimony and arguments sufficient to satisfy the impar- 


ihave; [did not think it a sentiment which you had advan-!tial reader that this is the fact? If so, I have not been suf 


ed; butif T understood you, the immortality of the soul, 
er our individual future existence was dependent on the 
death and resurrection of Christ, and thatit is confined to 
those only who exhibit the fruits of righteousness in this 
life ; in short, unless we are operated upon by the spirit of 
love and diviue truth, changing our views and affections, 
while on this theatre of action, the soul must die with the 
body, and our existence consequently terminate with this 
iife. If this be the fact, thatthe immortality of the soul 
rs to depend upon the resurrection of the mind from spir- 
rtual death to spiritual life, (according to the scriptural ex- 


pression) or hy other words, is dependent upon a méntal! 


exercise resulting mm this; and that this exercise depends 
principally upon human agency ; consequently our fuiure 





existence (if such we are to have) by parity of reasoning 
is entirely the result of our co-operating with the trans- 
forming spirit of life. That this is your position will be 
made apparent from a few quotations which I shall make 
from your communications. In ‘the communication signed 
“I. BY page &5, we read, “Is there any future, invisible 
spiritual state to any but those who are born here in this 
world, not of corruptible seed, but of incorruptible, by the 
word of God &c. 2?” And after offering some testimony 
trom the Revelations of St. John, (which however has no 
reference to a state after our exit from this world, but to 
the operations of the divine power and revolutions in the 
church ou this theatre) you come to this conclusion, to wit, 
“that it disproves the existence of other persons in a future 
state, and that there isno truth at all in the notion that 
souls continue to exist in a separate state, after the dissolu- 
tion of the body; altho’ they may live again after the 
thousand years are finished.” Page 86, you observe that 
“the ideas of many persons are extremely crude in regard 
to this subject, and so far are the scriptures from teaching 
the doctrine of future punishment, in what is called a fu- 
ture state,” you “do not believe it possible to prove any 
euch state, for the existence of individual intelligences, ex- 
ceptit be by what is said of Christ’s reigning in glory sub- 
seqnent to the dissolution of the earthly tabernacle ; and 
wish to see scriptural evidence, if any there be, of any fu- 
ture, invisible state, different from that previously named.” 
Again. “It appears evident to me that there was no individ- 
nal existence for man, before Christ’s resurrection except 
in the carthiy body. Page 101, “Sucha thing as an im- 
mortal soul is net mentioned in the Bible, and man is no 
where represented as having an immortal principle origin- 
wliy identified with his nature. The eternal life and im- 
mortality ef mankind is in Christ the tree of life—conse-| 
juently it isnot nutil we put off the old man which is! 
worrnpt, ard put on the Lord Jesus Christ, that we are pos-! 
zessed of the ability to live forever, in any sense or shape.” 
Page 109,"Until Christ is formed within, immortality is 


no more identiied with man than with a beact. as dieth the 


bee 


one so dieth the other. Therefore we must be born, not 
of blood &e, Whir? Becanse God alone hath immortality; 


and this mortal mast put cn immortality ;” (according to 


eer, re - . ; 
your views) “er vot noe it, forerer.” Last section, “H 





ratio Will perceive that my whole aim is, to show that we 
have ele raul life an ! 2amortality only in Christ the quicls- 


.) ; eryrm: * « “> 
ening spirit ; and 
2 . 


in possession, Unt Christ isformedinais. Aleo that. event- 
ually, we shall porsess this life &e.” Page 126, “But fhe 
unrenewed inind dies ith the body; and except by the re- 


iic and immortality are not our 


generation of the mind, in the way 1 have rz presented, b 


y 












eee ete . . 
which this corruptible puts on incorruption, nnd this mor- 
s , ‘ . a 

tal immortality..(ia this life) T should tee! ver: etly safe iy 

e " . f a a - ae 
defying every theologian in the world to prove by the: | 
fea coriptine P se anrtss . , p° 
t i SCT} fires) 4 MINA id oes isfence gui a) 4 if . 19! 
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ficiently fortunate to discover it. If you were using the 
phrases immortality and eterual life, merely es being synon~ 
ymous with “putting off the old man and putting on the 
new ; and being translated from darkuess to light ;” Icould 
have no desire to controvert the sentiment ; for principles 
and not words have! called in question. It is evident 
however that thisis not the use you make of the terms. 
St. Paul and others #re (to my mind) clear upon this sub- 
ject ; they do not say that it has any relation to our eter- 
nal existence, but speak of effeet, as regards the happiness 
or misery that is consequent on a life of obedience, or dis- 
obedience ; the believer is in possession of tranquility of 
mind, while the unbeliever is in a state of doubt and con- 
demnation ; and these states are to exist while subject to 
the law of the spirit of life, or to the law of sin and death, 
as either is the governing law. As to putting on the new 
man &e. Tle says, “Put on the new man which is renewed 
in knowledce &c. and this is productive of our most refined 
happiness here. “It is putting off the old man which is 
corrupt according to the deceitful lusts; and being renew 
ed in the spirit of the mind, and putting on the new man, 
which after God is created in righteousness and true holi- 
ness. Wherefore he saith, awake thou that sleepest, and 
arise from the dead, and Christ shall give thee Liai?.”— 
Here is nothing like giving a principle of immortality , 
but only irradiating the mind, and by the light of trutn, 
renewing it, and bringing it into conformity te the law ot 
righteousness. 
(Concluded in our next.) 
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A number of valuable articles prepared for this pape” 
are unavoidably omitted for want of room. 


MARRIED, 

In this Town, on the 9th inst. Mr. Honacr STEEL, of 
Berlin,to Miss Exizasperu Goopwin. 

At Hardwick, (Mass.) by the Rev. Mr. Weston, on the 


17th inst. Joun M. Nixes, Esa. of this city, to Mrs. Sa- 
raw LlowE. 





DIED, 


At Berlin on the 17th ult. Miss Manta STANLEY, aged 

§ years, daughter of Mr. Oliver Stanley. Not believing in 
the doctrine of endless misery, she died in calm resignation 
to the divine will,—and withont those anx!ous and distrae’- 
ing emotions inseparable from a realizing belief in that 
dreadful doctrine. On the 3ist Mrs. Lucy Norvron, aged 


'33 years, wife of Capt. Albert Norton, and daughter of 


Mr. John Lee. 











JUST RECEIVED, 
AND FOR SALE AT THIS OFFICE. 
Knernann’s, GREEK ann ENGLISH TESTAMENTS. 
Do. ENGLISH Do. 
Do. LECTURES. 
Do. COLUMBIAN MISCELLANY. 
Banrov’s NOTES ON THE PARABLES. 
Do. SERIES OF LETTERS. 
Do. LECTURES. 
Do. ELEVEN SERMONS, 
Do. ON ATONEMENT. 
Do. CATECHISM. 
The UNIVERSALIST HYMN BOOK: a new colic> 
tien of Psalms and liymns, for the use of Universalist Se- 
cieti¢s.—-(single or doz.) 











